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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 4, including the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. 
Since this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, 
and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the 
previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. 
Applicant's submission filed on 4/25/06 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's amendment was received on 4/25/06, and has been entered 
and made of record. Currently, claims 1-9, 15 and 18 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-9, 15 and 18 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential elements, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the elements. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted elements are: a unit, 
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arrange to erase the pop-up message. The newly added limitation now requires 
a discrimination unit for discriminating whether or not the manual instruction by 
the operator is not input for a period time "which is designated by the time 
information received from the external device and stored in said storage unit." 
The "time information" the applicant relies on appears to be described in Fig. 9 
(Screen Display 62) and the corresponding disclosure of lines 5-12 of page 20 in 
the Original Specification. Upon careful review of the disclosure, it is respectfully 
noted that this time information inputted in the display 62 of Fig. 9 is only used in 
a situation where the previously displayed pop-up message is erased and then 
displayed again when there is no operation executed for a predetermined time 
designated in the display 62 since the erasure. Referring to lines 1-19 of page 
26 in the Original Specification, the predetermined time for displaying the 
message first time is different from the designated time for displaying the erased 
message. In other words, the time designated in the display 62 is never used 
unless the message is first displayed and then erased. It is only upon the 
erasure of the pop-up message the designated time is used to display the erased 
message again. Therefore, a unit for displaying the pop-up message and 
erasing the pop-up message must be claimed. 

Furthermore, it recites "displaying information based on the message 
data" in line 21 . It is unclear if there is any difference between "the information" 
and "the message data". Based on the Specification (Figs, 9 & 15), it is noted 
that whole message data is displayed rather than "the information based on the 
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message data". How exactly is "the information" distinguished from the "the 
message data"? Explanation/clarification is respectfully requested. 

5. Claims 15 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the steps. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted steps are: a step of 
erasing the pop-up message. Moreover, arguments analogous to those 
presented for claim 1 , are applicable. 

6. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. The claim recites that "said display unit 
displays a display image frame different for each process function executed by 
said process unit and said control unit controls the display [unit] based on the 
message data received... , according to the display image frame for which the 
information is intended." It is uncertain as to whether image frame and the 
information are displayed separately. Is the image frame displayed upon 
completion of a particular process and is the information displayed according to 
the already-displayed image frame? Does said process unit have to process the 
function first in order to display image frame? 

7. Claim 2 recites the limitation "the information" in line 5. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is uncertain if it is 
referring to "the time information" or "information based on the message data". 
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8. Claim 3 recites the limitation "image frame of information " in lines 2- 3. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is 
uncertain if it is referring to "the time information", "information based on the 
message data" or something else. 

9. With respect to claims 4-9, arguments analogous to those presented for 
claims 2 and 3, are applicable. Clarification between "time information" and 
"displaying information" is requested. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 

U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 

Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1,15 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Freiberger et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,034,652 (hereinafter 
Freiberger). 

1 0. With respect to claim 1 , Freiberger discloses a data processing apparatus 
(content display system 203 in fig. 2) comprising: 

an instruction input unit, arranged to input a manual instruction by the 
operator (col. 9, lines 22-37 & col. 1 1 , lines 51-57); 
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a process unit, arranged to execute a predetermined process based on 
the input by said instruction input unit (col. 8, lines 9-36); 

a connection unit, arranged to connect with an external device (fig. 2); 

a storage unit, arranged to store message data and time information 
received from the external device through said connection unit (figs. 3A-C); 

a display unit, arranged to display the message data stored in said storage 
unit (col. 10, lines 4-42); 

a discrimination unit, arranged to discriminate whether or not the manual 
instruction by the operator is not input for a period of time which is designated by 
the time information received from the external device and stored in said storage 
unit (col. 8, lines 37-58); and 

a control unit, arranged to control said display unit to start displaying 
information based on the message data stored in said storage unit, in response 
to the discriminated result provided by said discrimination unit that no manual 
instruction by the operator has been input for the period of time (col. 9, lines 22- 
36 & col. 10, lines 4-42), 

1 1 . With respect to claims 1 5 and 1 8, arguments analogous to those 
presented for claim 1, are applicable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
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be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Freiberger as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Inui et al. U.S. 
Patent No. 6,295,389 (hereinafter Inui). 

12. With respect to claim 2, Freiberger discloses the data processing 
apparatus according to claim 1 , but Freiberger does not explicitly disclose the 
displaying unit for displaying a display image frame different for each process 
function executed by said process unit, and said control unit for controlling the 
display based on the message data received from the external device through 
said connection unit and stored in said storage unit, according to the display 
image frame for which the information is intended. 

Inui, the same field of endeavor of the data processing apparatus having a 
display unit, discloses the displaying unit for displaying a display image frame 
different for each process function executed by said process unit, and a control 
unit for controlling the display based on the instructions received and messages 
stored in a storage unit, according to the display image frame for which the 
information is intended (col. 7, lines 39-53 & figs. 9 & 12). Further, it is well 
known in the art to have different image frames for each processes in the 
computing system. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the ad to incorporate the multiple image display frame of Inui into the data 
processing apparatus of Freiberger. 
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The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to display 
received multiple messages simultaneously using the different image frames. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Freiberger with Inui to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 2. 

13. With respect to claim 3, Inui discloses the data processing apparatus 
according, wherein said display unit is adapted to display a display image frame 
of information based on the message data received and stored in said storage 
unit, and an operation image frame for input by said instruction input unit (col. 7, 
lines 39-53 & figs. 9 & 12) wherein Freiberger discloses the data processing 
apparatus including the display unit for displaying message data received from 
the external device through said connection unit (col. 10, lines 4-42). 

14. With respect to claim 4, Inui discloses the data processing apparatus 
according, wherein said display unit is adapted to display first display information 
to be displayed in place for the operation image frame for input by said 
instruction input unit, based on the message data and stored in said storage unit, 
and second display information to be displayed in the operation image frame (col. 
7, lines 39-53 & figs. 9 & 12) wherein Freiberger discloses the data processing 
apparatus including the display unit for displaying message data received from 
the external device through said connection unit (col. 10, lines 4-42). 

Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Freiberger as applied to claim 1 or 2 above, and further in view of 
Martenson U.S. Patent No. 6,219,708. 
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15. With respect to claim 5, Freiberger discloses the data processing 
apparatus according to claim 1 , but it does not disclose expressly that the control 
unit receives, by MIB message data for the information to be displayed by said 
display unit and stored in said storage unit, and executes reception from the 
external device through said connection unit according to SNMP . 

Martenson discloses a data processing apparatus comprising a control 
unit for receiving, by MIB (col. 10, lines 23-29), message data for the information 
to be displayed by a display unit and stored in a storage unit, and executes 
reception from the external device through said connection unit according to 
SNMP (col. 10, lines 1-4, 23-29). Also, read col. 2, lines 27-40, 

Freiberger & Martenson are combinable because they are from same field 
of endeavor that is the network communication. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the SNMP communication method of 
Martenson into the data processing apparatus of Freiberger. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to 
receive/transmit the message data using SNMP in the network and thus 
providing more flexibility to the network user. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Freiberger with 
Martenson to obtain the invention as specified in claim 5. 

16. With respect to claim 6, Examiner takes an Official Notice that receiving a 
message, as an electronic mail data is well known in the computer network 
communication. Furthermore, Martenson teaches the method of sending 
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messages as electronic mails to be displayed on the network device (col. 16, 
lines 44-63). Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Freiberger with 
Martenson to obtain the invention as specified in claim 6. 

17. With respect to claim 7, Martenson discloses a data processing apparatus, 
wherein said control unit receives message data of the information to be 
displayed by said display unit and stored in said storage unit, according to 
SMTP/POP (col. 5, lines 55-62). 

Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Freiberger as applied to claim 1 or 2 above, and further in view of 
Henderson et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,185,603 (hereinafter Henderson). 

18. With respect to claim 8, Freiberger discloses the data processing 
apparatus according to claim 1. 

Freiberger, however, does not disclose expressly that the display unit is 
capable of displaying information of plural display colors, and said control unit is 
adapted to vary the display color according to the priority contained in the 
message data received from the external device through said connection unit 
and stored in said storage unit. 

Henderson, the same field of endeavor of the message displaying art, 
discloses a data processing apparatus comprising display unit for displaying 
information of plural display colors, and a control unit is adapted to vary the 

display color according to the priority contained in the message data received 

I 
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from an external device through said connection unit and stored in a storage unit 
(col. 7, line 64 -col. 8, line 4). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the color display of Henderson with the data 
processing apparatus of Freiberger. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to distinguish 
each messages using different color. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Freiberger with 
Henderson to obtain the invention as specified in claim 8. 
19. With respect to claim 9, Henderson, the same field of endeavor of the 
message displaying art, discloses a data processing apparatus comprising an 
accumulation unit for storing plural files, wherein said control unit is adapted to 
cause said display unit to display information indicating the file accumulated in 
said accumulation unit, and display unit for displaying information with different 
display color according to the attribute of the file (col. 8, lines 15-18). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the color display of Henderson with the data 
processing apparatus of Freiberger. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to distinguish 
each messages using different color. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Freiberger with 
Henderson to obtain the invention as specified in claim 9. 
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Contact Information 

20. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to CHAN S. PARK whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-7409. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, David Moore can be reached on (571) 272-7437. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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